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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

1 . Claims 1 -9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 01 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Data structures not claimed as embodied in 
computer-readable media are descriptive material per se and are not statutory because 
they are not capable of causing functional change in the computer. See MPEP 21 06.01 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Claims 1-4 recite the limitation "credit service" and 
"credit service provider" in lines 16, 18 and 19. There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claim 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yoshida (5,144,115) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Martin 
(6,304,860). 

As per claim 1 ; 
Yoshida discloses: 

A program for controlling a bank service provider system 
performing banking functons, said bank service provider system comprising: 

a client for bank service provider to be connected to an IC card (Col. 4, lines 13- 
21); and 

a server for bank service provider performing banking functions on a user's bank 
account for automatic deduction in which the user's money is to be deposited (Col. 4, 
lines 13-21, apparatus directed toward banking functions), wherein said program 
enables said server for bank service provider to execute the steps of: 
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causing said bank service provider to reflect a deposit by said user in said bank 
account for automatic deduction (Col. 4, lines 13-21); 

storing deposit information certifying said deposit into the IC card via said client 
for bank service provider (Col. 4, lines 13-21). 

Yoshida does not disclose: 

Transferring the money to pay for the use of credit service on the basis of a 
financial status in which said deposit information is reflected from said bank account to 
said credit service provider system. 

However, Martin discloses: 

A system that interfaces between a bank and a creditor to facilitate payments to 
the creditor (Col. 4, lines 33-37). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of this invention to combine the systems of Yoshida and Martin et al. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to do so in order to convey banking account 
status off-line. 

As per claim 2; 
Martin et al. discloses: 

The program according to Claim I, wherein said bank account is a common bank 
account for pooling sums to be transferred to said credit service provider system and 
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allows no withdrawal by any user once he or she has made a deposit in it (Col. 6, Lines 
32-38 and 63-65). 

As per claim 3; 
Martin discloses: 

The program according to Claim 1, wherein said deposit information includes at 
least the sum deposited (Col. 2, lines 54-56). 

4. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yoshida 
(5,144,115), in view of Martin (6,304,860) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in 
view of Official Notice. 

As per claim 4; 

Yoshida and Martin do not disclose: 

The program according to Claim 1 , wherein at the step of storing deposit 
information certifying said deposit into the IC card, said program enables said server for 
bank service provider to execute the steps of: 

encrypting said deposit information with a public key of said credit service 
provider system; and 

assigning a signature with a secret key of said bank service provider system. 

However, Official Notice is taken that encryption of sensitive data was old and 
well known in the art at the time of this invention. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of this invention to combine the systems of Yoshida, Martin et al. and encryption. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to do so in order to provide secure 
transactions and protect sensitive data. 

5. Claim 5-7, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamauchi et al. (JP 2001143007), in view of Martin et al. (6,304,860). 

As per claim 5; 
Yamauchi discloses: 

A program for controlling a credit service provider system performing credit 

service, said credit service provider system comprising: 

clients for credit service provider each to be connected to an IC card; and 
a server for credit service provider which has a financial status database for 

managing data related to financial statuses of users and performing credit service, 

wherein said program enables said server for credit service provider to execute the 

steps of: 

receiving from the IC card, via one of said clients for credit service provider, 
deposit information certifying a deposit by a user into a bank account for automatic 
deduction; 

causing said deposit information to be reflected in data related to financial status 
managed by said financial status database; 
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determining the availability of credit service to said user on the basis of said data 
related to financial status and providing credit service to the user via said clients for 
credit service provider (Abstract); and 

Yamauchi et al. does not disclose: 

receiving a transfer of payment for the use of said credit service from a bank 
account managed by said bank service provider system performing banking functions. 
However, Martin et al. discloses: 

A system that interfaces between a bank and a creditor to facilitate payments to 
the creditor (Col. 4, lines 33-37). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of this invention to combine the systems of Yamauchi et al. and Martin et al. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to do so in order to convey account status 
off-line. 

Claim 6 is rejected under the same rationale used to reject claim 2 with respect 
to Yamauchi et al. and Martin et al. 

Claim 7 is rejected under the same rationale used to reject claim 3 with respect 
to Yamauchi et al. and Martin et al. 

As per claim 9; 
Yamauchi et al. discloses: 
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The program according to Claim 7, wherein at the step of determining the 
availability of credit service to said user on the basis of said data related to financial 
status and making the credit service available, said program enables said server for 
credit service provider to execute the steps of: 

causing said sum deposited in said deposit information to be temporarily 
reflected in the credit limit in said data related to financial status; and 

assessing the temporarily reflecting credit limit in comparison with the sum of a 
requested transaction on credit (abstract). 

6. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yamauchi 
et al. (JP 2001 143007), in view of Martin (6,304,860) as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of Official Notice. 

As per claim 8; 

Claim 8 is rejected under the same rationale used to reject claim 4. 
Claim 4 does not address the additional limitation of decrypting. 
However, Official notice is also taken that decrypting was old and well know in 
the art at the time of this invention. 

7. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yoshida 
(5,144,1 15), in view of Martin (6,304,860) and further in view of Yamauchi et al. (JP 
2001143007). 
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As per claim 10 
Yoshida discloses: 

An IC card with a built-in IC chip comprising a memory and a communication unit 
(Col. 7, lines 18-21), wherein said IC card receives from a bank service provider system 
performing banking functions, via the communication unit, deposit information certifying 
a deposit by a user into a bank account for automatic deduction, stores said deposit 
information into said memory (Col. 4, lines 13-21). 

Yoshida does not disclose" 

When said user is to make use of credit service, provides said deposit 
information stored via said communication unit to a credit service provider system 
performing said credit service. 

However, Yamauchi et al. discloses: 

Deposit information stored on an IC card used to determine allowable 
transactions based on available balance and transaction costs (abstract). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of this invention to combine the systems of Yoshida and Yamauchi et al. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to do so in order to enable a user to conduct 
transactions without connecting to the bank service provider system. 

As per claim 11; 

Yoshida and Yamauchi et al. disclose: 
The IC card according to Claim 10. 
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Yoshida and Yamauchi et al. do not disclose: 

Wherein said bank account is a common bank account for pooling 
sums to be transferred to said credit service provider system and allows no withdrawal 
by any user once he or she has made a deposit in it. 

However, this additional limitation is rejected under the same rationale used to 

reject claim 2 by Martin et al. 

As per claim 12; 

Yoshida, Yamauchi et al. and Martin et al. disclose: 
The IC card according to Claim II. 
As in claim 3, Martin et al. also discloses: 
Wherein said deposit information includes at least the sum 
deposited. 

The rationale used to reject claim 3 is also used here. 

8. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yoshida 
(5,144,115), in view of Martin (6,304,860), further in view of Yamauchi et al. (JP 
2001 143007) and further in view of Official Notice. 

As per claim 13; 

Yoshida, Yamauchi et al. and Martin et al. disclose: 
The IC card according to Claim 12. 
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Yoshida, Yamauchi et al. and Martin et al. do not disclose: 
Wherein in storing said deposit information into said memory or providing said 
deposit information which is stored, said bank service provider system and credit s 
service provider system exchange in advance public keys matching secret keys they 
respectively hold. 

However, Official Notice is taken that it was old and well known in the art at the 
time of this invention to use encryption to securely transmit data. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of this invention to combine the systems of Yoshida, Yamauchi et al., Martin et al. 
and encryption techniques. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to do so 
in order to provide secure transactions and protect sensitive data. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William E. Rankins whose telephone number is 571- 
270-3465. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30 AM - 5:00 PM, off alt 
Fridays beg 6/15/07. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas Dixon can be reached on 571-272-6803. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Naeem Haq/ William E Rankins 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 41 72 Examiner 

Art Unit 41 72 



